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Remarks/arguments : 

Initially, it should be noted the accompanying this amendment are the following 

papers: 

► Revocation of power of attorney (2); 

► New power of attorney (2); 

► Petition for revival of an application for patent abandoned unintentionally under 37 

CFR 1.137(b); and a 

► Credit Card Payment Form for the petition fee [37 CFR U7(m)] of $750.00. 
Please note that the undersigned attorney has assigned a new docket number to this 

application, the new docket number is IVfOSUS. 

Claim 1 has been amended to incorporate the subject matter of claims 2 and 3. 
Claims 7 and 8 and have been amended to more clearly state the nature of the invention, and 
also to eliminate the final clause, which is now set forth in dependant claims 9 and 10 for 
reasons which will be set forth below. 

As can be seen from the text of this application: 

"The dental adhesive 12 is a transparent, orally compatible adhesive 
compound that will removably adhere the transparent flexible strip 14 to dental 
surfaces/ 

In one embodiment: 

The dental adhesive 12 is moisture resistant, for best performance in ihe oral 
environment, and will resist bonding with restorative materials so that the 
dental adhesive strip 10 strip may be easily removed." 

In another embodiment: 

"...the dental adhesive 12 is a light-curable adhesive that will allow the dental 
adhesive strip 10 to be placed and conformed to the teeth as necessary and 
then affixed to the teeth by light-curing the dental adhesive 12." 

This other embodiment is now set forth in claim 1 as amended. The prior ait relied 

upon by the examiner does not teach this combination of features. The primary reference to 

Christie et al relied upon by the examiner does not teach these features. Thus, Christie et al 

teaches that a cellophane strip may have adhesive at the ends only, but not in the area which 

cornea into contact with the area of the teeth to be restored. In addition, Christie et al also 

teaches that it is necessary to provide a separate claim 20. Clearly Christie does not teach H a 

transparent flexible and moldable strip; and a light curable dental adhesive uniformly coated 

onto one side of said transpar ent flexible strip/ Thus, Christie does not uniformly apply his 

adhesive, and it is not light curable. As to the first point, Christie specifically states at col. 

2, lines 38^*2: "It is this adhesive-free, central portion which is designed to be placed 

adjacent the filling. Since it is not desired that the tape adhere to the filling proper, this 

portion is not adhesive.' 1 Thus, Christie does not teach an adhesive uniformly applied. 

Also, Christie does not teach a light curable adhesive. The examiner then relies upon 
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Weissman for a teaching of a light curable adhesive strip. However, Weissman only teaches 
an adhesive strip which is carried between backing strips, which may be transparent, the 
backing strips being peeled away. Clearly Weissman does not teach "a light curable dental 
adhesive uniformly coated onto one side of said transparent flexible strip that will adhere the 
transparent flexible strip to dental surfaces . " It is not the object of Weissman to adhere his 
backing strips to dental surfaces, and while this is in fact done, the backing strip is then 
peeled away. Furthermore, there would be no reason to combine Weissman with Christie, as 
Christie does not want adhesive on the dental surfaces. Accordingly, ad the reference do not 
teach the subject matter now set forth in claim 1 , the allowance of this claim over the 
reference of record is respectfully requested. 

As claims 4-6 depend from claim 1, which is deemed to be allowable for the reasons 
advance above, the allowance of these claims is also respective requested. 

Claim 7-8 have been amended to more clearly set forth applicant's invention. In 
addition, the final clause of these claims has been set forth as a dependant claim, as in some 
cases the dental strip will remain on the tooth, and in other cases it will be removed. 

Turning now to rejected claims 7 and 8, these claims have been amended to set forth 
"inserting a dental adhesive strip between the tooth under repair and an adjacent tooth with 
the light-curable adhesive side of the strip facing the adjacent tooth;. ..fand] light-curing the 
light-curable adhesive to adhere the dental adhesive strip to the adjacent tooth". Christie 
clearly does not show adhering the adhesive strip to the tooth under repair, he does not show 
the use of a light-curable adhesive, and he does not show adhering the strip to the tooth 
under repair by light-curing the adhesive. Accordingly, these claims arc now deemed to be 
allowable. In addition's claims 9 and 10 depend from allowable claims, these claims should 
also be allowed. 

In that all claims of this application are deemed to be allowable for the reasons set 
forth above, the allowance of this application is respectfully requested. 
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